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September 27,2006

Via: Federal Express and Facsimile (202)229-3923
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 East Street, NW p
Washington, DC 20463 ^
Altn: Jeff Jordan, Esquire Supervisory Attorney ^
Complaints Examination and Legal Administration. ££

RE: MUR 5780 > '

Dear Mr. Jordan: ££

I am enclosing the Response and Objections of Respondent Republican Federal
Committee of Pennsylvania to Complaint, MUR 5780, which is being filed on behalf of
our client, Republican Federal Committee of Pennsylvania. The Committee is one of the
Respondents to the Complaint. I am sending this to you by both Federal Express as well
as by facsimile.

I am also enclosing a second copy of our client's response to MUR 5780. Would
you kindly date and stamp this copy of the Response and return it to me in the stamped,
sejf-addressed envelope that is enclosed and provided for your convenience. Thank you
very much.

Very Jmily yours,

LAWENCE J. TABAS

cc: Patricia Poprik, Treasurer, Republican Federal Committee of Pennsylvania

Over a Century of Solutions
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IN AND BEFORE THE

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

ID re: :
Republican Federal Committee : MUR 5780
of Pennsylvania, et al. :

RESPONSE AND OBJECTIONS OF RESPONDENT REPUBLICAN FEDERAL
COMMITTEE OF PENNSYLVANIA TO

COMPLAINT

Republican Federal Committee of Pennsylvania, the federal committee of the
Pennsylvania Republican State Committee (the "Respondent), hereby files this Response and
Objcction(s) to the Complaint filed with the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission")
in the above-referenced Matter Under Review # 5780 (the "MUR").1

Respondent has committed no violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act") and the Complaint, accordingly, should be dismissed.

The Complaint alleges the following violations, each of which is groundless, to wit:

1. Allegation #1: Failure of Santorum 2006 to print a disclaimer on an invitation to an event
in the proper typeface inside a text box.

RESPONSE: The disclaimer contained on the front of the invitation clearly
states that the event and the invitation were paid for by Santorum 2006. Santorum 2006 is a
wholly separate and totally independent entity from Respondent. Allegation #1 is not an
allegation of any wrongdoing on the part of the Respondent. Accordingly Allegation #1 should
be dismissed with respect to Respondent.

2. Allegation #2: 1) Inclusion inside a text box on an invitation of additional disclaimers)
required by federal law and not required to be contained inside the text box; and, 2) failure to
include the allocation formula for distribution of joint fundraising proceeds.

RESPONSE: There is no prohibition in the Act or in the Commission's
regulations, which precludes inclusion of other information inside the text box disclaimer

The Treasurer of the Respondent is not named as a Respondent in the Complaint.
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required by 11 C.F.R. §110.11(2) such that the inclusion inside the text box of additional
information and disclaimers required by other provisions of federal law is not prohibited.

Further, the allegation that the invitation contains no allocation formula for distribution of
joint fundraising proceeds is completely false. The exhibits attached to the Complaint and
forwarded to Respondent by the Commission include the following document which was
contained in the solicitation package sent to invitees and attached to the Complaint:

Santorum Victory Committee
Joint Fundraising Notice and Contribution Guidelines

A copy of that page from the Complaint is attached to this Response as Exhibit "A."
The notice and guidelines set forth the allocation formula required by 11 C.F.R. § 102.17(2).

Allegation #2 draws erroneous legal conclusions not supported by the facts in the record
and is false on its face as evidenced by the attachments to the Complaint. Accordingly,
Allegation #2 must be dismissed.

3. Allegation #3: Invitations to two events held at a similar location at similar times without
establishing a joint fundraising committee.

RESPONSE; The events at issue were two wholly separate events, one organized by
Santorum 2006 and one organized by the Respondent, the Republican Federal Committee of
Pennsylvania, held on the same day in close temporal proximity (often called a two-tiered event).
As evidenced by the attached affidavit from Lisa Hoi man Stone, the controller for the
Respondent, the Respondent's event was organized separately from the event that was organized
to benefit Santorum 2006. There was no joint fundraising at either event. All logistics, costs,
solicitations, location(s), arrangements, parking, amounts, and other facets of the events were
managed and conducted separately. No funds were commingled and all receipts and costs
related to the two separate events were received, tracked, recorded and processed separately by
each separate beneficiary of each of the two separate events according to the legal guidelines for
each.

Because no joint fundraising occurred before, during or after the two events held on the
same day, no joint fundraising committee need have been formed for the respective events and
no violation(s) of the Act were committed by any of the Respondent, individually or jointly.
Allegation #3 draws erroneous legal conclusions not supported by the facts in the record.
Accordingly, Allegation #3 must be dismissed.
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CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above and because neither the facts nor the law support further
proceedings with respect to the Complaint, and because Respondent has committed no
violation(s) of the Act, the Respondent respectfully moves the Commission to dismiss the MUR
and for such other necessary relief as deemed appropriate by the Commission. Respondent
reserves the right to supplement this Response and Objection as necessary.

AJ

O Respectfully Submitted,
en

P-T
O
C-7;

Lawrence J. Tabas, L

Obermayer Rebmann Maxwell & Hippel LLP
One Penn Center, 19th Floor
16 J 7 John F. Kennedy Boulevard
Philadelphia. PA 19103-1895
(215)665-3158
(215) 665-3165 (facsimile)

Counsel for Republican Federal Committee
of Pennsylvania

Submitted via FedEx and facsimile delivery this 27th day of September, 2006

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention Jeff Jordan, Esq., Supervisory Attorney
Complaints Examination and Legal Administration
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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania )
County of Cumberland ) ss:

AFFIDAVIT OF USA HOLMAN STONE

I, Lisa Holman Stone, do hereby affirm and state as follows:

1. 1 am an adult citizen of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and a resident of Cumberland
County.

2. I am and have been at various times since 1992 the Comptroller of Republican State
Committee of Pennsylvania.

3. 1 am responsible for various financial functions at Republican State Committee, including,
inter alia, depositing into the correct accounts funds sent to Republican State Committee,
including accounts maintained for the benefit of Republican State Committee's federal account
the Republican Federal Committee of Pennsylvania.

4. The facts set forth in the foregoing Response of the Republican Federal Committee of
Pennsylvania to the Complaint are true and correct to best of my knowledge, information and
belief.

5. I can state unequivocally that the Santorum event of 2006 referenced in MUR #5780
organized by and for the benefit of Republican Federal Committee of Pennsylvania was a self-
contained. separate event from another event organized for the same date in a similar (but not
identical) location to benefit the Santorum 2006 ("Santorum 2006").

6. The invitations for the Santorum event were printed and paid for separately by Republican
Federal Committee of Pennsylvania and were sent to a list separate from whatever list was used
by Santorum 2006. The checks for the Santorum event were received and processed by the
Republican Federal Committee and were not commingled with proceeds for any other entity
including the Santorum 2006. Furthermore, the logistics and program for the events were
separate, the costs were separately calculated and paid by each respective event beneficiary and
there were no joint fundraising efforts involved in these two separate events.



7. These were two separate events, not joint fundraising events in any manner whatsoever. The
guest for each of the events was President Bush, but the events were managed and conducted
separately from each other.

Further Affiant Sayeth Not.

Lisa Holman Stone

Cfc

Before me appeared this 0L-(f day of September, 2006, Lisa Holman and swore under penalty of
perjury that the above and foregoing statements are true and correct to the best of her knowledge
and belief. • - / . /

S E A L

My Commission Expires:

Notary Public Jf

CO
NOTARIAL SEAL

SHEILA REED RJCK1NQER, N(tty RttD
Swquehanna IXp., DaifiMi Ot

MyOominteric:> Expires May81.

WASH 1692354. \
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Mar.31- 2111)8 1,-jfiNf

Jofot hmdrnMng Noticr. and Contribution Guidelines

'Shr SANCTORUM VICTORY COMMITTEE Lr a juini fumlruiaug ixuiDiiiiicc to buicfil SANTORUM
7006 and the Republican Federal Committee of PuausylvwiJa - Viciory 2006 f VICTORY 2006").

AHciu&iioa Formula;

Contributions U> Oiu SANTORUM VICTORY COMMm>:K will fa aJlorAtr.d « FbJlowa:

1. The first f 2,100 from an individual Lo SANTORUM ? 006, destgnawd For tlift genend election;

2. The next * 10,000 Drum any iadivulual Ui VICTORY 7.006;

3. The first $5,000 from an/ muiti candidate PAC lii SANTORUM 7006 for llic general dvcOun;

4. The next $5,000 from any mnlti-candidate PAC lu VICTORY 20U6;

5. Contribution* from nnn-qualifind political ucimrnlllucs xbdl bu alluvaicrl in tiiu sajnc waimur w
confi'lbudnru fi*nm individual.

Instead of ihc aDucalion formula abuvu, duour(«) may delicate contributions In different
amDunt(«) «r to a spcdfic Parlidpanl{a) and uluL carmnrked contributJcms -will be allocated to Ifc

'"_" Participant) in the amount^) itpccdfiud by ihu donur, prenrided no comiibuiloumay exceed tiic
contribution limits under federal law. The alloraliun formula utfty dian^e If aJdy ooiilrlbuLur uukcs
a contribution that vrocld uxuccd the unount he ur abo uiay lawfully give lu uuy

» J'leaa: puk Bl the Vllltnan UnUtyidty I aw .School ftn\k% lol, located Just intaarav fixim
I Vilhnura. 'Che entranfir. to dir. toting lot b louted im Cuunljr line Raid.

' Coacbts wfll trMMponguKKUi fniin Yilkniiw Uiiiwndi/ ilartfng at A^M) n.m.
* UnmUMi will bcwrvncl bediming »i HiUO i.m.
* WUiic HOUM KM rcomnmfinilcd ewrjimc vrivc bjr ViOU a.ui. Koad« wflj hp cfoscu) «s tho Hnt 1 *Aj arrivm.

* NofHrJdugtepenDfnxriw A,but private on wiJl bt ywtoiUe»Ho drop oU'anrfplcJcnpguojw,S««ftaTrtiori!itn

• Jlioto JdenHRraMon m«y IM: ruquireO. He {irvpirnJ lo Inw aii Ulgl IMTcHrrt.
• Ctfiiens Will IK jxymltrw], Iwt not hi the jiholu line. Vid«u Comenis are IKK-
• Please call if you ncnl hanJtoppcfl

rrirertlayg M Bvunl Park! ̂ ig at
Pollow MWtMnjth Ui exK 13, Su Davkfa/ViUwTO (U.S, Route 30). Poflmv lluuic 3U ost lu Uw SCIXKM! VrtIUcUg)u:aT Boite 320,
Spring Mill Iliad (VlUaOOVt D<nw «utd Royal Rank will he im UK Uft). Make « lell lum at the Ifgbt wicf follow rhr. nwrf om Anil
brtyv tu ihe Arn trafflr Ught it County Line Iliml (JIM ̂ 01 ptta l)« front orYHfenoin'ii 1 AW School). Make. • rlghl ul die llgbr
onto County I Jnc Roul wit! go lu lie XUMK! uilnuite on the right vArrr. you on witur the parhiitg lol fur 0*t LAW School.



31. 2005 | :36PM N o . M / U K. »

PJeosc fill thin out and rclurn Jfyuu wish to alkitoic ifac CuaU-flHlUon diflfereml) HiWl Iklud on
other aide:

[ I I /we wish Lu allocate our joint or my Individual contribution ta

t _ («U) ( _ (spouse) .SAN'JXWUM 7006 general clccUun

$ _ M) H ____ ..... (spouse) VICTORY 2006

5Sgnature of Contributors ______ , m ....... _ __ _ „ __ , ____

i '
,,rt Cuatributiana fram corputalioiu, foreign inUonab bckJiig ptirnumsit rericfent stanu and federal
r jj uinlractoni may not be accepted by the SANTGRUM VICTORY COMMtrCbb or ddicr of die
'«' participating comrnitbueii.

-^ The m**̂ ""1 DU indlvidhaa) may contribute TO a federal candidate is f 2f 1 00 to ht» allocated per
^ . clc*iiiwmd$10,0(Wpercriendaryeartoa

r cwalribulo $24,200 Jfeadi spouse so derignate* die ooutrftmtlons. QnaHHfld nniHi-ondJ.date FAC(
^ 11117 uwtnbutu MO.OOO to SANlX)RUMVlCTOlUf COMMfi^lih' ($5,000 to be allocated to
^ SANTOKUM 2006 general elcctiou and $5,000 10 be allocated lo VICTORY 2006), Non-qualified

PACs may contribulc $2, 1 00 per election lu a fc<lcrtl candidate and $ 10,000 to a federal account
of a state party cnmmftlcc.


